IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-20676
Summary Cal endar

CALVI N WOODKI NS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
LAFAYETTE CCLLINS; FI LI BERTO BERT REYNA; RI SSI E OAENS,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 99-CV-3090

My 16, 2001

Bef ore HI GG NBOTHAM DUHE, and WENER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Cal vin Wodki ns, Texas prisoner # 446117, challenges the
di sm ssal of his 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 conplaint as frivol ous under 28
US C 8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii). Wodki ns argues that his equa
protection and due process rights were viol ated when he was deni ed
release on parole. Because Wodkins does not have a
constitutionally protected |iberty interest in obtaining parole, he

may not chal |l enge the constitutionality of the procedures the Texas

Board of Pardon and Paroles used to deny his parole. Oellana v.

Kyle, 65 F.3d 29, 32 (5th Cr. 1995).

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



Because Whodkins's equal protection claim challenges the
results of specific allegedly defective parole hearings and
resolution woul d automatically entitle himto accel erated rel ease,

this claimnust be pursued by wit of habeas corpus. Preiser v.

Rodri quez, 411 U. S. 475, 484 (1973); Olellana, 65 F.3d at 31.
Wodkins's claim that he was retaliated against for filing
grievances fails to state a claimbecause he fails to identify a

retaliatory adverse act. See Jones v. Greninger, 188 F.3d 322,

324-25 (5th Cr. 1999).
The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RMED



